FRENCH PROTESTANTISM.                 351

Evangelicals and Liberals met in the Synod with
very  different   feelings,   the  one  hailing  it  as  the
restoration of the ancient heritage of the Clmrch, and
the other dreading it as a machinery that would inter-
fere with the necessities of the present hour.   These
different  feelings  are quite in agreement  with  the
different positions of the two parties.    The one sup-
poses a complete revelation of truth made once for all,
and that this revelation is expressed definitely in the
dogmatic standards of the Clmrch.    With this view,
the duty of a Protestant synod is to revise and enforce
the dogmas of the Eeformers.    The Liberals, on the
other hand, not believing that revelation consists in
definite dogmas, much less that the formulated dogmas
of the confessions are a revelation, were afraid of J;he
interference of a synod in matters of fath.    The first
subject  of discussion was  naturally concerning the
constitution of the assembly.    M. Guizot proposed a
vote of thanks to the Eepublic and to M. Thiers for
restoring to the Church its right of self-government.
M. Jalabert was not  sure if this was a gift to be
received with gratitude.     M. Pecaut wished so to
express their thanks as not to imply that the minority
were to be bound by the decisions of the majority.
M. Colani maintained that the Church could not be
said to have self-government so long as it was not
properly represented by the  Synod.     The  form of
thanks was left to a committee.    On the third day
there was some discussion as to the persons to be
admitted to the assembly.    M. Guizot opposed the
admission of ladies, arguing that their presence would
lessen the solemnity of the discussions.    M, Colani